JCR system is adopted as the method to evaluate the quality of scientific journals worldwide. However, in Brazil, scientific journals are classified with basis on the Qualis system. The system is also used to evaluate indirectly the Brazilian Post-Graduate Programs. The Qualis system is defined by the Coordination for the Improvement of Higher Level -or Education-Personel (CAPES) as a list of vehicles for dissemination of intellectual output of Post-Graduate Programs (Master and Doctorate). Post-Graduate Programs can be ranked by concepts 1 to 7, so that the higher CAPES concept, the "higher quality" of Post-Graduate Program. Among other issues, this ranking is based on the average number of scientific papers published by the group of professors of a Post-Graduate Program and on the quality of the journals (Qualis system) in that papers are published, so that, in general, CAPES defines the amount of financial support available for some Post-Graduate Program in function of this ranking. Thus, the Qualis system is the most important method used for journal classification in Brazil.
The Qualis system of CAPES from Brazil evaluates the scientific journals according to the search platform in that journal is indexed and the Impact Factor (ISI JCR) of the journal. However, being not indexed in the Information Sciences Institute (ISI) does not decline the possibility of a journal having a Qualis concept. Many scientific journals are not indexed in ISI but have a Qualis concept. According to the Qualis system, journals can be classified as levels A1, A2, B1, B2, B3, B4, B5 and C, so that A1 is the best classification and C is the worst one. In addition, the Qualis system arranges the journals by different areas of knownledge (eg. Agrarian Sciences I, Biological Sciences I, II or III, Geography, Biodiversity, Multidisciplinary, and so on). Thus, a unique journal can have different Qualis classification according to the area of knowledge of the papers published in the journal (eg. all journals pointed out in the Table 1 have a Qualis concept in at least three areas of knowledge, Agrarian Sciences I, Biological Sciences I and Biodiversity. Communications in Plant Sciences (2237-4027) volume 2, issue 1, p.9-10, Jan-Mar, 2012 volume 2, issue 1, p.9-10, Jan-Mar, 2012
Eighty nine Brazilian scientific journals are indexed in ISI and also have a Qualis concept. Among then, 59 journals can publish papers with some information related to plants and then are able to receive manuscripts that can also be submitted to the journal Communications in Plant Sciences. However, only 24 journals have Impact Factor and are also presented in three areas of knowedge of the Qualis system (Agrarian Sciences I, Biological Sciences I and Biodiversity) (Table 1) . Thus, these 24 journals publish the most potential papers that can be published by the journal Communications in Plant Sciences.
For comparison between the JCR and Qualis system for Brazilian journals, I opted to select the Qualis concept of the three areas of knowledge previously described. Following, I ranked the Qualis concept, so that A1 = 8, A2 = 7, B1 = 6, B2 = 5, B3 = 4, B4 = 3, B5 = 2 and C = 1. After that, I calculated the average score of the three areas of knowledge of the Qualis system for comparison to the JCR system. Brazilian journals were ranked by Impact Factor (Table 1 ). The most important Brazilian journal was the Anais da Academia Brasileira de Ciências, showing Impact Factor of 0.925 and the worst one was Acta Scientiarum. Technology, showing Impact Factor of 0.150. However, comparing to the average Qualis score, four groups of journals were obtained with the same quality. Anais da Academia Brasileira de Ciências, Scientia Agricola and Acta Scientiarum. Agronomy were the three main Brazilian journals, showing average Qualis score of 5.3 (Group 1). Journals ranked from 4 to 8 were the second most important journals, showing average Qualis score of 5.0 (Group 2). Other group of journals was ranked from 9 to 13, showing average Qualis score of 4.7 (Group 3). And a group of journals ranked from 14 to 24 was the least important, showing average Qualis score of 4.3 (Group 4).
In the Group 1, Impact Factor varies from 0.805 to 0.925 (Table 1 ). In the Group 2, Impact Factor varies from 0.625 to 0.774. In the Group 3, Impact Factor varies from 0.509 to 0.567. In the Group 4, Impact Factor varies from 0.150 to 0.448. These results showed that only in Group 4 can be observed high variance of the Impact Factor, so that, in theory, journals with very different qualities were classified in the same group. However, this problem was not verified in the Groups 1, 2 and 3.
I concluded that, in general, Qualis system can be very close to the JCR system, mainly for the "higher quality" journals, once a more elaborated analysis is performed using an average Qualis score.
